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11,. axaminer ejected claims 8 »a 15-16 undor 35 U.S.C. 5102(b) ^ Wng anticipated 

by Ooraborg d al- (U.S. 4,233.671). 

' n-c Examiner .cjcCed cblm. 8-13 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as being amicipa»d by 

Nishiinura ct al. {U.S. 4,462,150). 

mi^xaminerrcjeccdclaim 14 under 35 U.S.C. S103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Nishimura et al. (U.S. 4,462,15) in view of Mehta et al. (U.S. 5,795,627). 

•Ite Examiner rejected claim 15 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Nishinrara et al. (U.S. 4.462,150). 

Since dai.«sl-16arec««cled,Applicantsrespectrullyconte«i.lrat the aforementioned 

' r^«.ion of claims 8-16 is moot. Nonetheless as to new claims 27-36. Applicants rcspectfidly 
contend that the cited refc^nces. individually or coUectlvely, do no. teach or suggest a. leas, the 
following feature of claims 27-36: "heating 0. programmable element with laser mdiation to an 
elevated temperature such that flte dopant is activ«^ so as to cause an electrical resistance of tlte 
programmable element to decrease, wherein the laser radiation strikes an uncovered suriaee of 
the cap portion, passes through .he insulative material of the cap ponion, andp«>pag«es mto the 
programmable element region such th« the laser radiation causes substantially no mechanical 
deformation ofUic prograinmablo element." 

. AS .0 claim 17, Applicants respectfully contend that claim 17 was Usted in the Ofr.ee 
Action summary as being rejected. However. d,e Examiner did no. r^ite any grounds for 
rejecting claim 17. Theicfce, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner cither indicate 
that claim 17 is allowed or pn>vide specific gmunds with accompanying analysis for rejecting 
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>7. Applioaau „.poc.r„«. contend ti,. «,c ci,=d «fe,»c.Mndividuelly o, coU« 

d„«„ot «,ual said specific precis. rosisCance. exposing said progra^nablc clemcn. .o sa.d 
acimc radiaUon for said «... Ungtir of time and «pcaU„e said steps ofdcennining and 
^mparins said «=sisuncc va.u«." Based on U.c preceding ar6un,cn.. AppHeanU respcCfuHy 
contend Claim .7 is patentable over the cited references and in condition for allowance. 

Since claims .9-26 depend from claim 17. Applicants respeetrully contend that 19-26 are 

likewise ill condition for allowance. 
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o„ preceding «gu,„c„«. App«oanU r^pccTuU, bcUevc .h.. a., pcndin. Cai.^ 

f.v„rab,eacUo„Mf*.Uxan.,„e,b.U=v«*a,,».a.i»8f««.««ouldbch..pru,.p.ace*e 
appHoaUo. in condUion fo. al.o«an«=. Applicant invic. *» Exa»u,cr .o eonUc. 
Applicanu' «pn=senl.avc at the tdcphone nnmbcr listed below. 



Solinwiser, Olsen & Walls 
3 Lear Jel Lane, Suite 201 
Lattuiro, New Yotii 121 10 
(518)220-1850 



Jack P, FriedniaJi 
RcgistiationNo. 44>688 



FAX RECEIVED 

JUN 2 4 2003 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2800 , 
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